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ABSTRACT: The Debye-Hückel (DH) formalism of bulk electrolytes equivalent to the gaussian-
level closure of the electrostatic Schwinger-Dyson (SD) identities without the interionic hard-core
(HC) coupling is extended via the cumulant treatment of these equations augmented by HC interac-
tions. By confronting the monovalent ion activity and pressure predictions of our cumulant-corrected
DH (CCDH) theory with hypernetted-chain (HNC) results and Monte-Carlo (MC) simulations from
the literature, we show that this rectification extends the accuracy of the DH formalism from sub-
molar into molar salt concentrations. In the case of internal energies or the general case of divalent
electrolytes mainly governed by charge correlations, the improved accuracy of the CCDH theory
is limited to submolar ion concentrations. Comparison with experimental data from the literature
shows that via the adjustment of the hydrated ion radii, the CCDH formalism can equally reproduce
the non-uniform effect of salt increment on the ionic activity coefficients up to molar concentrations.
The inequality satisfied by these HC sizes coincides with the cationic branch of the Hofmeister series.

PACS numbers: 05.20.Jj,82.45.Gj,82.35.Rs

I. INTRODUCTION

The repulsive core interactions between the elementary
constituents of matter play a central role in the setting of
the stability conditions in the Universe. From the electro-
static forces governing ordinary matter at the molecular
scale [1] to the intense gravitational forces dominating as-
tronomical objects [2], HC interactions counterbalancing
attractive forces of various origins prevent packed matter
from collapsing in on itself at high densities.

In nanoscale systems incorporating charged fluids,
electrostatic forces attenuated by HC interactions drive
various salt-regulated mechanisms essential to the persis-
tance and evolution of life on Earth, such as the transport
of ions and viral pathogens through nuclear pores [3, 4],
and the affinity of DNA molecules to biological mem-
branes as well as their stable wrapping around histone
proteins [5]. The collective effect of electrostatic and HC
interactions is also relevant to nanofluidic charge trans-
port and energy conversion techniques [6, 7], the func-
tioning of energy storage devices [8], the manufacturing of
synthetic fuels [9], liquid purification by flocculation [10],
and water desalination by nanofiltration [11, 12].

In solutions containing ions with typical hydrated sizes,
HC interactions becoming substantial at submolar salt
concentrations largely dominate the thermodynamics of
the liquid in the molar concentration regime [13]. This
hierarchy limits the validity of the predictions by purely
electrostatic theories such as the original DH formal-
ism [14] to dilute salt concentrations. Hence, the charac-
terization of the aforementioned nanoscale systems often
involving charged solutes at molar concentrations neces-
sitates the incorporation of the HC and electrostatic in-
teractions into electrolyte models on an equal footing.

In this regard, MC simulation techniques have been
particularly reliable tools for accessing the molar con-
centration regime, thereby enabling the verification of

the electrolyte models via direct confrontation with ex-
perimental data [15–19]. In addition, classical density
functional theories and integral equation formalisms with
substantially lower computational cost have proved to be
accurate alternatives to MC simulations [20].

The explicit solution of the Ornstein-Zernike (OZ)
equation belonging to the second category requires a clo-
sure relation for the pair correlation function. The first
technical issue encountered at this level is the lack of a
systematic and controlled method for the choice of this
approximate closure. Moreover, in the case of charged
liquids governed by long-range interactions, closure rela-
tions beyond the weak-coupling (WC) random phase and
mean-spherical approximations [21–23] lead to involved
solution schemes that can shadow the analytical trans-
parency of the underlying physics [20, 24, 25]. This indi-
cates the necessity of complementing the integral equa-
tion theories by simpler theoretical methods providing
analytical insight into the macroscopic effects originat-
ing from the intermolecular interactions in the solution.

Along these lines, Attard [26, 27] and Kjellander [28–
31] have developed ingenious theoretical approaches en-
abling the analytically transparent characterization of
the liquid thermodynamics at solute concentrations inac-
cessible by the DH formalism. Namely, by applying the
global electroneutrality constraint and the second mo-
ment condition [32] to generalized DH-like charge dis-
tribution functions, they derived effective screening pa-
rameters, and evaluated the thermodynamic functions
of bulk liquids in the large density regime governed by
the close competition between electrostatic and HC cor-
relations. The accuracy of these generalized DH for-
malisms has been confirmed via extensive comparison
of their predictions with MC simulations and the quasi-
exact numerical solution of the OZ equation with HNC
closures. In particular, Kjellander’s modified DH the-
ory has been shown to reproduce accurately the Kirk-

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

01
46

4v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  2
 J

an
 2

02
4



2

wood transition [33, 34] from the exponentially decaying
to the damped oscillatory regime of the charge distribu-
tion function [17, 26, 27, 29].

In the context of conventional statistical mechanics,
the field theory approach to electrostatic interactions
has emerged as an efficient and convenient alternative to
the aforementioned calculation techniques [35]. Owing
to its formulation as an explicit partition function, the
technical advantages provided by the field theory frame-
work are numerous. First of all, this approach allows
the treatment of many-body interactions via systematic
and controlled perturbation techniques [36–39] as well as
self-consistent computation schemes [40–42]. Then, the
field theory formalism enables the straightforward incor-
poration of the specific molecular details of electrolytes
beyond the primitive model, such as structured solute
charges [43, 44], explicit solvent molecules [45, 46], struc-
tured membranes [47], and polyelectrolytes with confor-
mational degrees of freedom [48, 49].

Due to the onset of the competition between the elec-
trostatic and HC interactions at submolar salt concen-
trations [13], the validity of the field-theoretic models
neglecting the pairwise HC interactions is limited to di-
lute salt solutions. In order to overcome this limitation,
in this work, we formulate a field-theoretic calculation
scheme that enables the evaluation of thermodynamic
averages by treating the Coulombic and HC interactions
between all ion species on an equal footing. The corre-
sponding CCDH formalism is based on the cumulant ex-
pansion of the liquid partition function together with the
SD identities [50]. In our earlier works, the virial expan-
sion of these identities [40] whose validity requires the di-
lute salt condition has been used to characterize correla-
tion effects in nanofluidic ion transport [51, 52], polymer
translocation [53], and salt-induced dielectric decrement
in polar liquids [54]. The cumulant expansion method
adopted in the present work allows us to avoid precisely
the dilute salt constraint accompanying the virial approx-
imation used in the aforementioned studies.

By confronting the CCDH formalism with MC and
HNC data from the literature [15–17, 26], we show that
the incorporation of the HC ion size extends the accuracy
of the DHLLs for the osmotic pressure and the ionic ac-
tivity coefficients of monovalent salt solutions from sub-
molar into molar salt concentrations. This substantial
upgrade is the main progress of our work. Throughout
the article, we also identify systematically the limitations
of our cumulant calculation scheme, and elaborate poten-
tial improvements and applications in Conclusions.

II. THEORY

We introduce here our electrolyte model, and derive its
partition function in the form of a functional integral over
fluctuating electrostatic and HC potentials. Then, by
exploiting the invariance of this partition function with
respect to the variation of the electrostatic potential, we

derive the electrostatic SD equations. By solving the re-
sulting identities via a first order cumulant expansion, we
obtain the electrostatic Green’s function, and calculate
the two point distribution functions characterizing ion
correlations. In Sec. III A, these distribution functions
will be used for the computation of the excess energy,
the pressure, and the ionic activity coefficients.

A. Electrolyte model and liquid partition function

The electrolyte model is composed of p ion species lo-
cated in an implicit solvent of uniform permittivity εw.
The ions of the species i with fugacity λi and concen-
tration ni are point charges of valency qi placed at the
center of a HC sphere with diameter d. Thus, the inter-
actions between two ions separated by the distance r are
set by the HC potential vh(r) defined for all species as

e−vh(r) = θ(r − d), (1)

where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function [55], and the
bulk Coulomb potential vc(r) = ℓB/r characterized by
the Bjerrum length ℓB = e2/(4πεwkBT ), where e stands
for the electron charge, kB is the Boltzmann constant,
and T is the liquid temperature.
We derive now the partition function of this electrolyte

in a functional integral form. The grand canonical (GC)
partition function of the liquid is given by the trace of
the Boltzmann distribution function over the particle po-
sitions and number fluctuations,

ZG =

p∏
i=1

∞∑
Ni=1

λNi
i

Ni!

p∏
j=1

Nj∏
k=1

ˆ
d3rjke

−β(Em+En). (2)

In Eq. (2), the pairwise ionic interaction energy is

βEm =
1

2

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

Ni∑
k=1

Nj∑
l=1

[qiqjvc(rik − rjl) (3)

+vh(rik − rjl)] .

Moreover, the single-body energy component reads

βEn =

p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

wi(rij)−
p∑
i=1

Niϵi, (4)

where the external potential wi(r) will enable us to derive
the density distributions, and the self-energy component

ϵi =
1

2

[
q2i vc(0) + vh(0)

]
(5)

has been subtracted from the Hamiltonian.
Using now the charge and number density operators

n̂c(r) =

p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

qiδ
3(r− rij); n̂h(r) =

p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

δ3(r− rij),

(6)
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the pairwise interaction energy (3) can be recast as

βEm =
1

2

ˆ
d3rd3r′ [n̂c(r)vc(r− r′)n̂c(r

′) (7)

+n̂h(r)vh(r− r′)n̂h(r
′)] .

Next, we switch from the particle density to the field
representation via an Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) trans-
formation for each type of pairwise interaction,

e−
1
2

´
d3rd3r′n̂γ(r)vγ(r−r′)n̂γ(r

′) (8)

=

ˆ
Dψγ e−

1
2

´
d3rd3r′ψγ(r)v

−1
γ (r−r′)ψγ(r

′)ei
´
d3rcγ(r)ψγ(r),

where ψγ(r) stand for the fluctuating potentials associ-
ated with the Coulomb (γ = c) or HC coupling (γ = h).
This transformation enables us to evaluate exactly the
geometric sum in Eq. (2), and to recast the GC partition
function as a double functional integral of the form

ZG =

ˆ
DΨ e−βH[Ψ], (9)

where we used the shorthand vector notations for the
fluctuating potentials Ψ = (ψc, ψh) and the functional
integration measure DΨ = DψcDψh.

In Eq. (9), the Hamiltonian functional is defined as

βH[Ψ] =
1

2

∑
γ=c,h

ˆ
d3rd3r′ψγ(r)v

−1
γ (r− r′)ψγ(r

′)

−
p∑
i=1

ˆ
d3r n̂i(r). (10)

The first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (10) incorporates the
energy of the quadratic potential fluctuations. Then, the
second line of Eq. (10) includes the fluctuating ion density

n̂i(r) = λie
ϵi−wi(r)eiψh(r)+iqiψc(r). (11)

Unless stated otherwise, in the remainder, we will set
wi(r) = 0.

B. Derivation of the electrostatic SD identities

We review here the derivation of the SD equations [50]
introduced for charged systems in Ref. [40]. To this aim,
we define first the functional integral

I =

ˆ
DΨ e−βH[Ψ]F [Ψ] (12)

including the general functional F [Ψ]. Next, we intro-
duce an infinitesimal shift of the electrostatic potential,
ψc(r) → ψc(r)+δψc(r), and linearize Eq. (12) in terms of
the infinitesimally small function δψc(r). The variation
of the integral follows in the form

δI =

ˆ
drδψc(r)

ˆ
DΨe−βH[Ψ] (13)

×
{
δF [Ψ]

δψc(r)
− F [Ψ]

δH[Ψ]

δψc(r)

}
.

At this point, we exploit the invariance of the inte-
gral (12) under the potential shift δψc(r). Thus, setting
Eq. (13) to zero, i.e. δI = 0, and dividing the result by
the partition function (9), one obtains〈

δF [Ψ]

δψc(r)

〉
=

〈
F [Ψ]

δH[Ψ]

δψc(r)

〉
, (14)

where the field average of the general functional F [Ψ] is

⟨F [Ψ]⟩ = 1

ZG

ˆ
DΨ e−βH[Ψ]F [Ψ]. (15)

Finally, specifying the form of the functional in Eq. (14)
as F [Ψ] = 1 and F [Ψ] = ψc(r

′), the formally exact SD
equations respectively follow as〈
δ (βH[Ψ])

δψc(r)

〉
= 0;

〈
δ (βH[Ψ])

δψc(r)
ψc(r

′)

〉
= δ3(r− r′).

(16)
In order to simplify the notation, from now on, the argu-
ment of the functionals will be omitted.

C. Cumulant expansion scheme

Due to the non-linear form of the Hamiltonian func-
tional (10), the statistical averages defined by Eq. (15)
cannot be calculated analytically. Thus, we will evaluate
these averages within a cumulant expansion scheme. This
cumulant approximation is based on the exact splitting
of the Hamiltonian into two components as

H = H0 + tδH, (17)

with the gaussian component

βH0 =

ˆ
d3rd3r′

2

[
ψc(r)G

−1(r− r′)ψc(r
′) (18)

+ψh(r)v
−1
h (r− r′)ψh(r

′)
]
,

and the non-linear part to be treated perturbatively,

βδH =

ˆ
d3rd3r′

2
ψc(r)

[
v−1
c −G−1

]
r,r′

ψc(r
′)

−
p∑
i=1

ˆ
d3r n̂i(r). (19)

In Eq. (17), the parameter t to be set to unity will allow
to keep track of the cumulant expansion order. Moreover,
the unknown electrostatic kernel G(r− r′) will be deter-
mined from the solution of the SD identities in Eq. (16).
The main approximations underlying this cumulant

approach are (i) the choice of the reference Hamilto-
nian (18) as a purely gaussian functional, which assumes
the higher order non-linear fluctuations included in the
perturbative correction (19) to be weak, and (ii) the in-
clusion of the bare HC kernel v−1

h (r) in Eq. (18). In the
remainder, the consequences and the validity limits of
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these approximations will be identified via comparison
with MC simulations and HNC results.

Following this cumulant expansion scheme, we sub-
stitute now the decomposition (17) into Eq. (15), and
Taylor-expand the result at the order O(t). The statisti-
cal average of the general functional F reduces to

⟨F ⟩ = ⟨F ⟩0− t [⟨βδHF ⟩0 − ⟨βδH⟩0 ⟨F ⟩0]+O
(
t2
)
, (20)

where the gaussian-level average is

⟨F ⟩0 =
1

Z0

ˆ
DΨ e−βH0F, (21)

with the partition function Z0 =
´
DΨ e−βH0 . Owing

to the gaussian form of the Hamiltonian H0 included in
Eq. (21), the statistical averages in Eq. (20) can be ana-
lytically evaluated via the inverse HS transformation〈

ei
´
dr[Jc(r)ψc(r)+Jh(r)ψh(r)]

〉
0

(22)

= e−
1
2

´
d3rd3r′[Jc(r)G(r−r′)Jc(r

′)+Jh(r)vh(r−r′)Jh(r
′)]

including the generating functions Jc,h(r).
To recapitulate, the generality of the CCDH scheme

with respect to the DH theory is due to the incorporation
of the HC interactions in the reference Hamiltonian (18),
and the inclusion of the cumulant correction (19). Thus,
the DHLLs of the thermodynamic functions calculated in
the remainder will be reached via the limits of vanishing
cumulant correction t→ 0 and HC size d→ 0.

D. Electroneutrality condition

For the evaluation of the first SD identity in Eq. (16),
we carry out first the formal splitting of the electrostatic
kernel into its gaussian and cumulant components,

G(r− r′) = G0(r− r′) + t G1(r− r′) +O
(
t2
)
. (23)

Then, we evaluate the cumulant expansion (20) of the
ion density ni(r) = −δZG/δwi(r) = ⟨n̂i(r)⟩, i.e.

ni(r) ≈ ⟨n̂i(r)⟩0 − t [⟨βδHn̂i(r)⟩0 − ⟨βδH⟩0 ⟨n̂i(r)⟩0] .
(24)

Injecting into Eq. (24) the density functional (11) and
the Hamiltonian component (19), calculating the gaus-
sian averages with Eq. (22), and accounting for the ex-
pansion (23), one obtains at the cumulant order O (t)

ni ≈ Λi − tΛi

q2i
2
G1(0) + 2

p∑
j=1

ΛjBij

 (25)

−tΛiq2i
ˆ

d3r′d3r′′

2

[
G−1

0 (r′ − r′′)− v−1
c (r′ − r′′)

]
×G0(r− r′)G0(r− r′′),

with the rescaled fugacity and the self-energy defined as

Λi = λi e
− q2i

2 δG0(0); (26)

δG0(0) = lim
r→r′

[G0(r− r′)− vc(r− r′)]. (27)

In Eq. (25), we also used the virial coefficient Bij includ-
ing the Mayer function hij(r),

Bij = −1

2

ˆ
d3r hij(r); hij(r) = e−vh(r)−qiqjG0(r) − 1.

(28)
Finally, plugging Eqs. (10) and (19) into the cumulant ex-
pansion (20) of the first SD identity in Eq. (16), inserting
the kernel expansion (23), and using Eq. (25), the global
electroneutrality condition consistently follows as

p∑
i=1

qini = 0. (29)

E. Derivation of the electrostatic Green’s function

In order to determine the Green’s function (23), we
evaluate here the second SD identity in Eq. (16). Car-
rying out the cumulant expansion (20) of the latter, in-
jecting into the result the Hamiltonian functionals (10)
and (19), evaluating the gaussian averages, and account-
ing for the electroneutrality condition (29), after very
long algebra, one obtains the Green’s equation
ˆ

d3r1v
−1
c (r, r1)G(r1, r

′)

+t

ˆ
d3r1d

3r2d
3r3v

−1
c (r, r1)G(r1, r2)G(r3, r

′)

×
[
G−1(r2, r3)− v−1

c (r2, r3)
]

+

p∑
i=1

λiq
2
i e

− q2i
2 [G(0)−vc(0)]

×
{
G(r, r′)− t

ˆ
d3r1d

3r2v
−1
c (r, r1)G(r1, r2)G(r2, r

′)

+t

ˆ
d3r1d

3r2
[
G−1(r1, r2)− v−1

c (r1, r2)
]

×
[
G(r, r1)G(r2, r

′)− q2i
2
G(r, r1)G(r, r2)G(r, r

′)

]}
+t

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

λiλjqie
−

q2i +q2j
2 [G(0)−vc(0)]

×
ˆ

d3r1

{
qiG(r, r

′)
[
e−vh(r−r1)−qiqjG(r−r1) − 1

]
+qjG(r1, r

′)e−vh(r−r1)−qiqjG(r−r1)
}

= δ(r− r′). (30)

The conversion of the ion fugacities in Eq. (30) into
concentrations requires the inversion of Eq. (25). Plug-

ging into the latter the expansion Λi = Λ
(0)
i + tΛ

(1)
i +
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O
(
t2
)
, and identifying the expansion terms Λ

(0)
i and Λ

(1)
i ,

the ion fugacity follows as a function of concentration as

Λi = ni + t
q2i
2
niG1(0) + 2tni

p∑
j=1

njBij (31)

+tq2i ni

ˆ
d3r1d

3r2
2

[
G−1

0 (r1 − r2)− v−1
c (r1 − r2)

]
×G0(r− r1)G0(r− r2).

Finally, inserting the cumulant kernel expansion (23) and
the fugacity identity (31) into Eq. (30), and separating
the terms of the cumulant orders O

(
t0
)
and O

(
t1
)
, one

obtains the following differential equations satisfied by
the kernel components of different orders,

ˆ
d3r1v

−1
c (r− r1)G0(r1 − r′) +

p∑
i=1

niq
2
iG0(r− r′) (32)

= δ3(r− r′);ˆ
d3r1v

−1
c (r− r1)G1(r1 − r′) +

p∑
i=1

niq
2
iG1(r− r′) (33)

= −
∑
i,j

ninjqiqj

ˆ
d3r1 {hij(r− r1) + qiqjG0(r− r1)}

×G0(r1 − r′).

In this work, the Fourier transform (FT) of the
general function f(r) and its inverse FT are re-

spectively defined as f̃(q) =
´
d3r f(r)e−iq·r and

f(r) = (2π)−3
´
d3r f̃(q)eiq·r. Fourier transforming now

Eqs. (32)-(33) according to these definitions, the kernel
components in Eq. (23) follow in the form

G̃0(q) =

[
ṽ−1
c (q) +

∑
i

niq
2
i

]−1

; (34)

G̃1(q) = −G̃2
0(q)

∑
i,j

ninjqiqj

[
h̃ij(q) + qiqjG̃0(q)

]
.(35)

In Eqs. (34)-(35), the FT of the Coulomb potential is
given by ṽc(q) = ℓB/q

2, and the FT of the Mayer function
defined in Eq. (28) reads

h̃ij(q) = −4π

q3
[sin(qd)− qd cos(qd)] (36)

+4π

ˆ ∞

d

drr2
sin(qr)

qr

{
e−qiqjG0(r) − 1

}
.

Finally, via the inverse FT of Eq. (34), one finds that the
Gaussian-level kernel corresponds to the DH potential
whose range is set by the Debye screening length κ−1,

G0(r) =
ℓB
r
e−κr; κ2 = 4πℓB

p∑
i=1

niq
2
i . (37)

F. Computation of the pair correlation functions

The evaluation of the thermodynamic functions inves-
tigated below requires the knowledge of the pair distri-
bution function between the ions of the species i and j,

gij(r, r
′) =

1

ninj

〈
Ni∑
k=1

Nj∑
l=1

δ(r− rik)δ(r
′ − rjl)

〉
G

,

(38)
where ⟨·⟩G denotes the grand-canonical average. Using
the identities (2) and (4), Eq. (38) can be recast as

gij(r, r
′) = − 1

ninj

1

βZG

δ2ZG

δwi(r)δwj(r′)
. (39)

Plugging now the functional integral form of the partition
function (9) into Eq. (39), the latter can be expressed in
terms of the field average (15) as

gij(r, r
′) =

λiλj
ninj

eϵi+ϵj
〈
eiψh(r)+iqiψc(r)eiψh(r

′)+iqjψc(r
′)
〉
.

(40)
Evaluating now the cumulant expansion (20) of

Eq. (40), computing the functional averages with
Eqs. (21)-(22), accounting for the cumulant expan-
sion (23) of the kernel, and using the fugacity iden-
tity (31), the pair correlation function defined by the
equality Hij(r− r′) = gij(r− r′)− 1 follows in the form

Hij(r− r′) = hij(r− r′) (41)

+t Tij(r− r′)e−vh(r−r′)−qiqjG0(r−r′).

Eq. (41) includes the Mayer function introduced in
Eq. (28), and the auxiliary function

Tij(r− r′) =

p∑
k=1

ˆ
d3r1 {hik(r− r1)hkj(r1 − r′) (42)

−qiqjq2kG0(r− r1)G0(r1 − r′)
}

−qiqjG1(r− r′).

Finally, via the convolution theorem, and exploiting the
spherical symmetry, Eq. (42) can be expressed solely in
terms of the Fourier-transformed functions (34)-(36) as

Tij(r) =

ˆ ∞

0

dqq2

2π2

{
p∑
k=1

[
h̃ik(q)h̃kj(q)− qiqjq

2
kG̃

2
0(q)

]
−qiqjG̃1(q)

} sin(qr)

qr
. (43)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Within the framework of the CCDH formalism, we
evaluate now the thermodynamic functions of bulk elec-
trolytes and identify the validity regime of our cumulant
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FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) Energy density and (b)-(c) osmotic coefficient ϕ = βP/(2ni) of 1:1 solutions against salt concentration.
(d) Osmotic coefficient (main plot) and excess energy (inset) of 2:2 electrolytes. Solid curves: CCDH predictions from Eqs. (44)-
(45) with Eq. (41). Red triangles: HNC results from Ref. [26]. Blue disks: closed-form predictions (47)-(48). Dotted curves:
gaussian predictions (49)-(50). Dashed curves: DHLL in Eq. (51). The temperature and the dielectric constant are T = 300 K
and εw = 78.5. The HC diameters are displayed in the legends.

calculation scheme. To this aim, we confront the predic-
tions of our formalism with the excess energy and osmotic
pressure data obtained from MC simulations [16, 17] and
HNC calculations [26]. We also compare our theoretical
results with numerical [15, 17] and experimental ionic
activity data [56] from the literature.

A. Excess energy and osmotic coefficient

The derivation of the excess energy and pressure for
mixed electrolytes is reported in Appendix A. In the case
of symmetric qi : qi solutions, these thermodynamic func-
tions can be expressed in terms of the pair correlation
functions in Eq. (41) as [20, 26]

βEex = −4πℓBq
2
i n

2
i

ˆ ∞

d

drr [H+−(r)−H++(r)] ; (44)

βP

2ni
= 1 +

βEex

6ni
+

2π

3
d3ni

[
H+−(d

+) +H++(d
+) + 2

]
.

(45)

Eq. (44) indicates that the excess energy of the liquid
set by the charge correlation function is mainly governed
by the electrostatic coupling of opposite charges. Then,
according to Eq. (45), the departure of the pressure from
the ideal gas behavior is driven by the competition be-
tween these attractive charge correlations (the second
term on the r.h.s.), and the repulsive HC correlations em-
bodied by the contact densities (the curly bracket term).

In Appendix A3, via the loop expansion of Eqs. (44)-
(45) in terms of the electrostatic coupling parameter

Γ = q2i κℓB, (46)

which corresponds to a weak coupling assumption valid
for monovalent electrolytes at ambient temperature, we
derive the following closed-form equations of state,

βEex

2ni
=
βEex,0

2ni
+

t

96

{
6(1 + 2κd)e−2κd −

[
6 + 6κd− 9 (κd)

2
+ 5 (κd)

3
]
e−κd

}
(47)

+
tΓ

32

{
(4κd− 3)e−3κd + 8(2 + κd)e−2κd +

[
2 (κd)

2 − 2κd− 13
]
e−κd

}
+O

(
Γ2

)
;

βP

2ni
=

βP0

2ni
+ 10t

(π
3
nid

3
)2

(48)

+
t

576

{[
5 (κd)

4 − 12 (κd)
2
(eκd − 2)− 12(eκd − 1)− 2 (κd)

3
(5eκd + 6)

]
+ 6 (κd)

2 (
3eκd + 1− e−2κd

)}
e−2κd

+
tΓ

96

{
(5− 4κd)κd− (4κd+ 3)eκd +

[
16 + 11κd+ 6 (κd)

2 − 2 (κd)
3
]
e2κd +

[
2 (κd)

2 − 2κd− 13
]
e3κd

}
e−4κd

+O
(
Γ2

)
.

In Eqs. (47)-(48), the gaussian-level energy and pressure preceding the cumulant corrections of order O(t) read

βEex,0 = −κ
3

8π
e−κd; (49)

βP0 = 2ni −
κ3

24π
e−κd +

4π

3
d3n2i

{
2 +

(
ℓB
d

)2

e−2κd

}
.

(50)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Osmotic coefficient of 1:1 electrolytes against salt concentration at the HC sizes given in the legends.
The symbols and curves have the same signification as in Figs. 1(b)-(c). The MC data in (a) are from Ref. [16]. In (b)-(d), the
MC data are from Table II [57] of Ref. [17]. The upper horizontal axis display the ionic packing fraction η = πnid

3/3. The
temperature and the dielectric constant are T = 298 K and εw = 78.5 in all plots.

The DHLLs for the excess energy and pressure follow
from the vanishing ion size limit of Eqs. (49)-(50) as

lim
d→0

βEex,0 = −κ
3

8π
; lim

d→0
βP0 = 2ni −

κ3

24π
. (51)

The comparison of Eqs. (49)-(50) with Eq. (51) shows
that at the gaussian level, the first type of ion size cor-
rection incorporated by the exponential factors is the at-
tenuation of the opposite charge attraction by the min-
imum approach distance d. The resulting effect is il-
lustrated in Fig. 1(a) displaying the excess energy of a
monovalent electrolyte. The comparison of the HNC data
(red triangles) with the CCDH predictions (44) (solid
curve) and (47) (blue disks) shows that the correspond-
ing correction extends the accuracy of the DH-level en-
ergy (dashed curve) from ni ∼ 0.01 M up to ni ∼ 0.3 M.
Beyond this concentration, the attenuation effect exag-
gerated by our CCDH formalism leads to the underesti-
mation of the attractive excess energy.

The second HC correction to the DH formalism is
the gaussian-level ionic volume fraction corresponding to
the curly bracket term in the pressure identity (50). In
Eq. (48), this contribution is augmented by the cumulant
HC correction corresponding to the second term on the
r.h.s.. At large packing fractions, these repulsive terms
quadratic and cubic in the ion density bring the domi-
nant contribution to pressure. This effect is illustrated in
Figs. 1(b)-(c) displaying the osmotic coefficient of mono-
valent electrolytes for two different ion sizes located in
the regime of typical hydration radii. One sees that the
numerical pressure result from Eq. (45) and the analyt-
ical formula (48) agree equally well with the HNC data
both in the electrostatic correlation-driven (ni ↑ ϕ ↓) and
the HC-dominated concentration regimes (ni ↑ ϕ ↑).
Hence, the inclusion of HC size extends the accuracy of

the DH-level pressure from ni ∼ 10−2 M up to the molar
concentration regime. One also notes that the difference
between the gaussian-level pressure (50) (dotted curves)
and the CCDH result (45) (solid curves) additionally in-
cluding the perturbative correction (19) is minor. Thus,
at submolar concentrations, the gaussian-level HC size
effects bring the dominant correction to the DH theory.

In order to identify the actual validity limit of our pres-
sure identities, in Fig. 2(a), we compare them with the
MC simulations of Ref. [16] extending into molar con-
centrations mainly governed by pronounced HC correla-
tions. Therein, one sees that while the accuracy of the
gaussian-level pressure (50) is limited to ni ∼ 2 M, the
CCDH results (45) and (48) agree with the MC data up
to ni ∼ 4 M. Beyond this concentration, the repulsive
HC interactions are underestimated by our formalism.
The corresponding limitation originating from the cu-

mulant treatment of the bare HC interactions is equally
observed in Fig. 2(b) confronting our predictions with the
separate MC data of Ref. [17]. Therein, one notes that
in accordance with Fig. 2(a), the large density regime of
the plot is characterized by the underestimation of the
MC data by Eq. (45). One also sees that due to the
substantially larger ion size, the validity limit of our for-
malism drops down to submolar concentrations. Indeed,
Fig. 2(c) shows that the reduction of the ion size down
to the range of typical hydration radii rises the accuracy
limit of our formalism back to molar concentrations.
We identify now the corresponding regime of ionic

packing fraction where our cumulant treatment of HC
size breaks down. To this aim, we compare the neutral
particle limit of the CCDH-level osmotic coefficient (48),

ϕHC = lim
e→0

ϕ = 1 + 4η + 10tη2, (52)

where η = πnid
3/3 is the packing fraction, and the virial

expansion of the Carnahan-Starling (CS) pressure [58],

ϕ
(CS)
HC =

1 + η + η2 − η3

(1− η)3
= 1+4η+10η2+18η3+O

(
η4
)
.

(53)
Eqs. (52)-(53) show that our equation of state βP = 2niϕ
correctly accounts for the HC interactions up to the cubic
order in the salt density; the corresponding second virial
coefficientB2 = 4 in Eq. (52) originates from the gaussian
Hamiltonian (18), and the third virial coefficient B3 = 10
is generated by the cumulant correction (19) [20]. The
underestimation of the repulsive pressure in the HC-
dominated regime of Figs. 2(a)-(b) is precisely due to the
higher order virial correction 18η3 absent in Eq. (52).
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Neutral particle limit (qi → 0) of (a)
the osmotic coefficient and (b) the logarithm of the activity
coefficient from the CCDH Eqs. (52) and (57) (solid black
curves), the gaussian component of the latter (dotted curves),
and the exact CS laws in Eqs. (53) and (58) (red curves).

The effect of this limitation is displayed in Fig. 3(a). In
agreement with Fig. 2(b), one sees that the gaussian com-
ponent of the HC pressure (52) (dotted curve) and the
full cumulant result (solid black curve) remain accurate
roughly up to ηc ∼ 0.04 and ηc ∼ 0.16, respectively [59].

Fig. 2(d) shows that upon the further decrease of the
HC size down to d = 2.38 Å, the CCDH pressure now
overestimates the MC result. The overestimation of the
MC pressure for small ions stems from the fact that
at short interionic distances, the significant strength of
the opposite charge attraction enhances the contribution
of the attractive electrostatic energy (44) to the pres-
sure (45). Moreover, in Fig. 1(a), it was shown that our
cumulant approach overestimating the size-induced at-
tenuation of these attractions underestimates the elec-
trostatic energy. As a result, in Fig. 2(d), the CCDH
pressure exceeds the MC data. This said, at these par-
ticularly large salt concentrations, the ability of our for-
malism to reproduce qualitatively the general trend and
the magnitude of the MC pressure is noteworthy.

Finally, in Fig. 1(d), we consider divalent liquids
mainly dominated by charge correlations. One sees that
while the CCDH pressure is significantly more accurate
than the DH prediction sharply diverging from the HNC
data, the improved quantitative precision of our formal-
ism is more limited than in the previously considered
case of 1:1 electrolytes. Indeed, the inset shows that our
cumulant approach mildly exaggerates the magnitude of
the opposite charge attraction. This results in the under-
estimation of the osmotic pressure at low concentrations.

B. Ionic activity coefficients

The ionic activity of charged solutions is critically im-
portant for the characterization of the liquid structure at
the molecular level. This macroscopic observable mea-
suring the deviation of the liquid thermodynamics from
the ideal gas behavior gives experimental access to the
nature of the intermolecular interactions. In the case of
monovalent solutions, the logarithm of the activity coef-
ficient corresponds to the excess chemical potential. The
latter can be related to the osmotic coefficient (45) via
the Gibbs-Duhem identity [60] as

ln γ = βµex = ϕ− 1 + 2

ˆ κ

0

dκ′

κ′
(ϕ− 1) . (54)

For monovalent salt, the loop-expanded formula (48)
has been shown to be an accurate approximation of the
osmotic coefficient (45). Thus, we will use this analytical
identity to calculate the ionic activity coefficient. Plug-
ging Eq. (48) into Eq. (54), and evaluating the integral,
the logarithm of the activity coefficient follows as

ln γ = ln γ0 + 15t
(π
3
nid

3
)2

(55)

+
t

2304

{
−16 [1 + 6 E1(2κd) + 6 Ei(−κd) + 6 ln 2] + 8 [8− κd (4 + (5κd− 19)κd)] e−κd

+ [3 + 12(1− 2κd)κd] e−4κd + [−51 + 2κd (45 + κd (21 + 2κd(5κd− 17)))] e−2κd
}

+
tΓ

6912κd

{
−109 + 72 [22 + κd (−17 + 2κd(κd− 3))] e−κd − 72 [23 + 2κd (−1 + κd (−4 + (κd− 4)κd))] e−2κd

−8
[
−26 + 3κd+ 36 (κd)

2
]
e−3κd − 9 [3 + 4κd (3 + 2κd(4κd− 7))] e−4κd

}
+O

(
Γ2

)
,

where we defined the gaussian-level activity coefficient

ln γ0 =
8π

3
nid

3 (56)

− Γ

24κd

{
7 + 4(κd− 2)e−κd

−
[
2 (κd)

2 − 2κd− 1
]
e−2κd

}
,

and used the exponential integrals E1(x) and Ei(x) [55].

Eq. (56) indicates that the departure of the activity co-
efficient from ideality (γ0 = 1) is set by the competition
between the positive ionic volume fraction term embody-
ing the HC repulsion, whose cumulant correction corre-
sponds to the second term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (55), and
the negative term incorporating the attractive electro-
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Logarithm of the activity coefficient of 1:1 solutions at various HC sizes. Solid curves: loop-expanded
CCDH result (55). Dotted curves: gaussian prediction (56). Dashed curve in (a): DHLL. Symbols: MC data from (a) Fig. 2
of Ref. [15] and (b)-(d) Table IV of Ref. [17] at the temperature T = 298 K and dielectric constant εw = 78.5 [57].

static correlations attenuated by the ion size. In the limit
d → 0 where these ion size effects disappear, the DHLL
follows from Eq. (55) or (56) as ln γDH = −q2i κℓB/2.
In Figs. 4(a)-(c), one sees that over a broad range of

ion sizes, the CCDH-level activity coefficient (55) (solid
curves) exhibits a good quantitative agreement with the
MC data of Refs. [15] and [17]. One also notes that the
gaussian-level prediction (56) (dotted curves) provides
an accurate approximation of the full CCDH result (55).
More specifically, Fig. 4(a) shows that in the regime of
typical hydrated ion sizes, the accuracy of the DH law
(dashed curve) limited to ni ∼ 10 mM is extended up to
ni ∼ 2 M by the gaussian result, and to ni ∼ 5 M by the
full CCDH prediction. Even in the small ion size regime
of Fig. 4(d) where our formalism has been shown to over-
estimate the size-induced attenuation of opposite charge
attraction, the gaussian and CCDH results can reproduce
qualitatively the electrostatically driven (ni ↑ γ ↓) and
the HC-dominated (ni ↑ γ ↑) branches of the activity
coefficient, and also predict the turnover concentration
between these two regimes with reasonable accuracy.

In order to identify the accuracy level of our ionic ac-
tivity identity (55) in the consideration of the pure HC
correlations, we compare its neutral HC sphere limit

ln γHC = lim
e→0

ln γ = 8η + 15tη2 (57)

with the virial expansion of the CS chemical potential [20]
obtained by inserting Eq. (53) into Eq. (54) as

ln γ
(CS)
HC =

8η − 9η2 + 3η3

(1− η)3
= 8η + 15η2 + 24η3 +O

(
η4
)
.

(58)
In consistency with the pressure analysis of Sec. IIIA,
Eqs. (57)-(58) show that HC interactions are correctly
incorporated by the CCDH-level activity coefficient (55)
up to the quadratic order in the salt density. Fig. 3(b)
shows that this sets the validity limit of the gaussian and
cumulant-level activities to ηc ∼ 0.05 and ηc ∼ 0.18, re-
spectively [59]. Beyond the latter limit, the positive term
24η3 in Eq. (58) missing in Eq. (57) causes the under-
estimation of the ion activity by the CCDH formalism.
This effect is equally displayed in Figs. 4(a)-(b) by the
MC data with the largest concentration. Finally, one

notes that the agreement between the MC data and the
theoretical ion activities in Fig. 4 is slightly better than
that observed in the pressure plots of Fig. 2. This stems
from the fact that the virial expansion of the chemical
potential (58) converges faster than its pressure counter-
part (53) (compare the critical packing values ηc above).

C. Confrontation with experiments

Finally, we confront our prediction (55) with experi-
mental ionic activity data. At the large ion concentra-
tions considered in our work, the dielectric response of
the liquid is strongly suppressed by added salt [61–63].
This dielectric decrement effect has been incorporated
into our formalism via the replacement of the pure water
permittivity εw in our equations with the salt-dependent
permittivity εel(ni) of the Gavish-Promislow model [64].
In Appendix B, we review the technical details of this
model, and explain the fitting of its parameters by com-
parison with experimental dielectric permittivity data.
Fig. 5 compares the ionic activity formula (55) and the

DHLL with the experimental activity coefficients of five
different monovalent electrolytes [65]. In these plots, the
HC sizes have been adjusted to obtain the best agree-
ment with the low density branch of the experimental
data. The figure shows that the CCDH result can repro-
duce with reasonable accuracy the non-monotonic salt
dependence of the experimental ionic activities. Namely,
Eq. (55) captures well beyond the DHLL the non-uniform
slope of the experimental data in the ionic correlation-
driven regime (ni ↑ γ ↓) extending up to ni ∼ 1 M, and
reproduces qualitatively the reversal point and the subse-
quent rising trend in the HC-driven molar concentration
regime (ni ↑ γ ↑). It is also noteworthy that the adjusted
ionic radii obey the cationic branch of the Hofmeister
series, i.e. Cs+ < Rb+ < K+ < Na+ < Li+ [66, 67].
Interestingly, the molar concentration regime of Fig. 5

shows that the experimental data is underestimated by
the CCDH prediction at small ion sizes and overesti-
mated by our formalism at large ion sizes. We note that
this quantitative disagreement is opposite to the depar-
ture of our predictions from the MC results in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Logarithm of the ionic activity coefficient for various 1:1 solutions. The red circles are experimental
data [65] from Ref. [56], the dashed curves correspond to the DHLL ln γDH = −q2i κℓB/2, and the solid curves are the loop-
expanded CCDH prediction (55). The temperature is T = 298 K. The adjusted HC sizes are indicated in the legends.

Thus, at molar concentrations, the deviation of our ionic
activity curves from the experimental data may originate
mainly from model limitations rather than our approxi-
mate treatment of the many-body ion interactions. In-
deed, at these large salt concentrations where the volume
fraction of the hydrated ions becomes comparable with
that of the free solvent molecules, explicit solvent effects
of HC and electrostatic origin are expected to play a size-
able role. The inclusion of explicit solvent into our model
is needed to shed light on this issue [54].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, via the cumulant expansion of the elec-
trostatic SD equations, we carried out the systematic in-
corporation of the HC ion size into the DH formalism of
bulk electrolytes. By confronting the predictions of the
CCDH theory with a large variety of MC and HNC data
from the literature [15–17, 26], we showed that this up-
grade boost the accuracy of the DHLLs for the osmotic
pressure and the activity coefficient of monovalent ions
from submolar into molar salt concentrations. This sig-
nificant extension is the main result of the present work.

By carrying out the loop expansion of the CCDH for-
mulas, we derived as well analytically insightful pressure
and ionic activity identities that may be useful to ex-
perimentalists. Finally, the activity coefficients of the
CCDH formalism augmented by the effect of dielectric
decrement have been confronted with experimental data.
It was shown that for five different types of monovalent
electrolytes, via the only adjustment of the hydrated ion
size, the present formalism can reproduce with reason-
able accuracy the non-uniform salt dependence of the ex-
perimental ionic activity coefficients up to several molar
concentrations. The inequality satisfied by these HC di-
ameters was found to obey the Hofmeister series [66, 67].

The limitations of the calculation scheme underlying
our formalism have been meticulously assessed. The first
limitation of our approach originates from the cumulant
treatment of the bare HC interactions equivalent to the
second order virial expansion of the CS identities. In the
regime of large concentrations, this cumulant approach
(i) underestimates the interionic HC repulsion, and (ii)

overestimates the HC size-induced attenuation of oppo-
site charge attraction. In Fig. 2(a), the cancellation of
these errors may be indeed responsible for the extension
of the agreement between the CCDH- and MC-level pres-
sures beyond the critical packing fraction ηc ∼ 0.16 or
concentration ni,c ∼ 3.3 M where the neutral particle
limit of the CCDH pressure displayed in Fig. 3(a) has
been shown to loose its quantitative validity.

In the case of divalent ions mainly governed by charge
correlations, the improved precision of our formalism
was shown to be limited to submolar salt concentra-
tions. This additional limitation is caused by the purely
quadratic dependence of the reference Hamiltonian (18)
on the electrostatic potential ψc(r). Indeed, in the pres-
ence of strongly coupled multivalent charges, this WC as-
sumption neglecting the non-linearities in charge of sup-
pressing the potential fluctuations leads to the overesti-
mation of the opposite charge attraction.

The field theory framework underlying the CCDH for-
malism offers potential for future improvements. First of
all, the field theoretic formulation of electrolyte solutions
is known to be well-suited for the application of system-
atic perturbation techniques and self-consistent calcula-
tion schemes [36–42]. Indeed, in future works, the afore-
mentioned limitations can be relaxed by the extension
of the underlying cumulant expansion to higher orders,
and via the incorporation of electrostatic interactions by
more sophisticated computational techniques bypassing
the WC gaussian approximation.

Additionally, as discussed in the Introduction, the field
theory approach to charged systems has proved to be
an efficient way to incorporate various relevant details
of electrolytes, such as the intramolecular ion struc-
ture [43, 44], explicit solvent [45, 46], inhomogeneous
liquid partition in nanofludic charge transport [51] and
polymer translocation through nanopores [53], and con-
formational polymer fluctuations in salty polymeric so-
lutions [48, 49]. The application of the CCDH theory
to the aforementioned systems can extend the quanti-
tative validity of the predictions by purely electrostatic
formalisms into the regime of molar salt concentrations.
Finally, within the present formalism, we currently in-
vestigate the effect of ion correlations on the screen-
ing length and the dielectric permittivity of bulk elec-
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trolytes [17, 26–31]. This ongoing work will be reported
in a follow-up article.

Supporting Information
Derivation of the excess energy density and equation

of state, salt dependent dielectric permittivities.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the excess energy density
and equation of state

In this appendix, we review the derivation of the excess
energy density and the osmotic pressure [20] for mixed
electrolytes of general composition.

1. Excess energy density

The excess energy density corresponds to the statistical
average of the pairwise interaction energy (3) per volume.
Making use of the density representation in Eq. (7), this
average can be expressed as

βEex =
1

V
⟨βEm⟩G (A1)

=
1

2V

ˆ
d3rd3r′ [⟨n̂c(r)vc(r− r′)n̂c(r

′)⟩G

+ ⟨n̂h(r)vh(r− r′)n̂h(r
′)⟩G]

=

ˆ
d3rd3r′

2V

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

[vh(r− r′) + qiqjvc(r− r′)]

×

〈
Ni∑
k=1

Nj∑
l=1

δ(r− rik)δ(r
′ − rjl)

〉
G

,

where V is the total volume, and ⟨·⟩G denotes the grand-
canonical average. Using the definition of the pair dis-
tribution function (38) together with the translational
invariance in the bulk liquid, Eq. (A1) can be recast as

βEex =
1

2

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

ninj

ˆ ∞

0

d3r [vh(r) + qiqjvc(r)] gij(r).

(A2)
Using now the identity gij(r) = gij(r) = Hij(r)+1, as

well as Eqs. (1) and (41), one finds that the HC compo-

nent of the integral in Eq. (A2) vanishes, i.e.

ˆ ∞

0

drr2vh(r)gij(r) (A3)

=

ˆ ∞

d

drr2vh(r) [1 + Tij(r)] e
−qiqjG0(r) = 0,

where we accounted for the cancellation of the HC po-
tential outside the contact sphere, i.e. vh(r > d) = 0.
Finally, taking into account the electroneutrality condi-
tion (29), the excess energy density (A2) becomes

βEex = 2πℓB

p∑
i=1

p∑
j=1

ninjqiqj

ˆ ∞

d

drrHij(r). (A4)

For symmetric electrolytes, Eq. (A4) reduces to

βEex = −4πℓBq
2
i n

2
i

ˆ ∞

d

drr [H+−(r)−H++(r)] . (A5)

2. Osmotic pressure

The derivation of the equation of state is based on the
virial theorem [20]

βP =

p∑
i=1

ni −
S

3V
, (A6)

with the averaged term defined as

S =

〈
p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

rij · ∇ij (βEm)

〉
G

, (A7)

where ∇ij is the derivative with respect to the ionic posi-
tion vector rij . Switching now from energy to force, and
using the superposition principle, Eq. (A7) becomes

S = −

〈
p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

rij ·
p∑
k=1

Nk∑
l=1

Fkl,ij

〉
G

(A8)

= −1

2

〈
p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

p∑
k=1

Nk∑
l=1

(rij − rkl) · Fkl,ij

〉
G

, (A9)

where Fkl,ij is the force exerted by the ion l of the
species k on the ion j of the species i. In order to pass
from Eq. (A8) to Eq. (A9), we used Newton’s third law,
and permuted the summation indices. At this point, we
switch back to the potential representation. This yields
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S =
1

2

〈
p∑
i=1

Ni∑
j=1

p∑
k=1

Nk∑
l=1

||rij − rkl|| {v′h (||rij − rkl||) + qiqkv
′
c (||rij − rkl||)}

〉
G

(A10)

=
1

2

ˆ
d3rd3r′||r− r′||

p∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

{v′h (||r− r′||) + qiqkv
′
c (||r− r′||)}

〈
Ni∑
j=1

Nk∑
l=1

δ(r− rij)δ(r
′ − rkl)

〉
G

. (A11)

In Eqs. (A10)-(A11), the prime sign denotes the deriva-
tive of the function with respect to its argument. Using
now Eq. (38), and accounting for the translational invari-
ance in the system, Eq. (A11) can be expressed in terms
of the pair distribution function as

S = 2πV

ˆ ∞

0

drr3
p∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

nink {v′h(r) + qiqkv
′
c(r)} gik(r).

(A12)
At this point, we use the identity gij(r) = Hij(r) +

1 together with Eqs. (1) and (41) to simplify the HC
component of Eq. (A12) as follows:

ˆ ∞

0

drr3v′h(r)gik(r) = −
ˆ ∞

0

drr3 [1 + Tik(r)] (A13)

×e−qiqkG0(r)∂rH(r − d)

= −d3
[
Hik(d

+) + 1
]
. (A14)

In order to pass from Eq. (A13) to (A14), we used
the identity H ′(x) = δ(x). Plugging Eq. (A14) into
Eq. (A12), and taking into account the electroneutrality
condition (29), the osmotic pressure (A6) finally becomes

βP =

p∑
i=1

ni +
2π

3
d3

p∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

nink
[
Hik(d

+) + 1
]
(A15)

+
2πℓB
3

p∑
i=1

p∑
k=1

ninkqiqk

ˆ ∞

d

drrHik(r).

In the case of symmetric solutions, Eq (A15) reduces to

βP = 2ni+
4π

3
d3n2i

[
H+−(d

+) +H++(d
+) + 2

]
+
βEex

3
.

(A16)

3. Loop expansion of the thermodynamic
identities (A5) and (A16)

In order to derive closed-form expressions for the excess
energy (A5) and the equation of state (A16), we carry out
here the loop expansion of these identities for symmetric
qi : qi electrolytes. This requires first the loop expansion
of the pair correlation functions defined by Eq. (41). To
this aim, we note that the components of the Fourier-
expanded auxiliary function (43) are given by

T++(r) =

ˆ ∞

0

dqq2

2π2

{
ni

[
h̃2++(q) + h̃2+−(q)− 2q4i G̃

2
0(q)

]
−q2i G̃1(q)

} sin(qr)

qr
; (A17)

T+−(r) =

ˆ ∞

0

dqq2

2π2

{
2ni

[
h̃++(q)h̃+−(q) + q4i G̃

2
0(q)

]
+q2i G̃1(q)

} sin(qr)

qr
, (A18)

where the FT of the cumulant correction (35) to the
Green’s function reads

G̃1(q) = −2n2i q
2
i G̃

2
0(q)

[
h̃++(q)− h̃+−(q) + 2q2i G̃0(q)

]
.

(A19)
At this point, we introduce the dimensionless lengths r̄ =
κr and d̄ = κd, and the dimensionless wavevector q̄ =
q/κ. In terms of these variables, the functions (A17)-
(A18) become

T++(r̄) =

ˆ ∞

0

dq̄q̄2

16π3Γ

{
h̄2++(q̄) + h̄2+−(q̄)− 2Γ2ū2(q̄) +

Γ

4π
ū2(q̄)

[
h̄++(q̄)− h̄+−(q̄) + 2Γū(q̄)

]} sin(q̄r̄)

q̄r̄
; (A20)

T+−(r̄) =

ˆ ∞

0

dq̄q̄2

16π3Γ

{
2h̄++(q̄)h̄+−(q̄) + 2Γ2ū2(q̄)− Γ

4π
ū2(q̄)

[
h̄++(q̄)− h̄+−(q̄) + 2Γū(q̄)

]} sin(q̄r̄)

q̄r̄
, (A21)

where we defined the rescaled FT of the DH potential, ū(q̄) = 4π/(q̄2 + 1), the electrostatic coupling parameter
Γ = q2i ℓBκ, and the rescaled FT of the Mayer function (36),

h̄+±(q̄) = −4π

q̄3
[
sin(q̄d̄)− q̄d̄ cos(q̄d̄)

]
+

4π

q̄

ˆ ∞

d̄

dr̄r̄ sin(q̄r̄)
{
e∓Γu(r̄) − 1

}
, (A22)
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with the dimensionless DH potential u(r̄) = e−r̄/r̄.
Now, we Taylor-expand Eq. (A22) as

h̄+±(q̄) = f0(q̄)∓ Γf1((q̄)) +
Γ2

2
f2((q̄)) +O

(
Γ3

)
, (A23)

with the auxiliary functions defined as

f0(q̄) = −4π

q̄3
[
sin(q̄d̄)− q̄d̄ cos(q̄d̄)

]
; fn(q̄) =

4π

q̄

ˆ ∞

d̄

dr̄r̄ sin(q̄r̄)un(r̄). (A24)

Plugging the expansion (A23) into Eqs. (A20)-(A21), the loop expansions of the latter become

T+±(r̄) =

ˆ ∞

0

dq̄q̄2

8π3Γ

{
f20 (q̄)± Γ2

[
f21 (q̄) + f0(q̄)f2(q̄)− ū2(q̄)

]
∓ Γ2

4π
ū2(q̄) [f1(q̄)− ū(q̄)]

}
sin(q̄r̄)

q̄r̄
+O

(
Γ3

)
. (A25)

Using the definitions in Eq. (A24), and switching the order of the spatial and Fourier integrals, the latter can be
analytically evaluated, and Eq. (A25) takes the closed-form

T+±(r̄) =
1

Γ
V (r̄) + Γ [±J0(r̄) + J1(r̄)] +O

(
Γ3

)
, (A26)

with the auxiliary functions

V (r̄) =
1

48

(
r̄ − 2d̄

)2 (
r̄ + 4d̄

)
θ
(
2d̄− r̄

)
; (A27)

J0(r̄) =
1

2r̄

{
(1− e−r̄)e−2d̄θ(2d̄− r̄) +

(
r̄ − 2d̄+ 1− e−2d̄

)
e−r̄θ(r̄ − 2d̄)

}
(A28)

+
e−r̄

16r̄

{
(3 + 2r̄ + 2d̄)e−2d̄ + 4d̄(1 + r̄)− 10r̄ − 2d̄2 − 3

}
;

J1(r̄) =
1

16r̄

{[
2r̄ − 2d̄− 1− (2r̄ + 2d̄− 1)e4d̄

]
e−2(r̄+d̄) + 4(r̄2 − d̄2)

[
Ei(−2d̄− 2r̄)− Ei(2d̄− 2r̄)

]}
θ
(
r̄ − 2d̄

)
+

1

16r̄

{(
2r̄ − 2d̄− 1

)
e−2(r̄+d̄) + (1− 4r̄ + 2d̄)e−2d̄ + 4(d̄2 − r̄2)

[
Ei(−2d̄)− Ei(−2d̄− 2r̄)

]}
θ
(
2d̄− r̄

)
.

In Eqs. (A27)-(A29), we used the Heaviside step function θ(x) and the exponential integral function Ei(x) [55].
In terms of the dimensionless parameters defined above, the pair correlation function (41) reads

H+±(r̄) = θ(r̄ − d̄) [1 + tT+±(r̄)] e
∓Γ

r̄ e
−r̄

(A29)

Inserting Eq. (A26) into Eq. (A29), and expanding the result in terms of the coupling parameter Γ, one obtains

H+±(r̄) = θ(r̄ − d̄)

{
1∓ Γ

e−r̄

r̄
+ Γ2 e

−2r̄

2r̄2
+
t

Γ
V (r̄)∓ tV (r̄)

e−r̄

r̄
+ tΓ

[
±J0(r̄) + J1(r̄) + V (r̄)

e−2r̄

2r̄2

]
(A30)

−tΓ2 [J0(r̄)± J1(r̄)]
e−r̄

r̄

}
−1 +O

(
Γ3

)
.

Substituting now the loop-expanded pair correlation functions in Eq. (A30) into Eqs. (A5) and (A16), and carrying
out the spatial integrals, the excess energy per concentration and the equation of state follow in the closed-forms

βEex

ni
= −Γe−d̄ +

t

48

{
6(1 + 2d̄)e−2d̄ − (6 + 6d̄− 9d̄2 + 5d̄3)e−d̄

}
(A31)

+
tΓ

16

{
(4d̄− 3)e−3d̄ + 8(2 + d̄)e−2d̄ + (2d̄2 − 2d̄− 13)e−d̄

}
+O

(
Γ2

)
;

βP

2ni
= 1 +

d̄3

6Γ
+

Γ

6

[
d̄

2
e−2d̄ − e−d̄

]
+

5t

288Γ2
d̄6

+
t

576

{[
5d̄4 − 12d̄(ed̄ − 2)− 12(ed̄ − 1)− 2d̄3(5ed̄ + 6)

]
e−2d̄ + 6d̄2

(
3e−d̄ + e−2d̄ − e−4d̄

)}
+
tΓ

96

{
(5− 4d̄)d̄e−4d̄ − (4d̄+ 3)e−3d̄ +

(
16 + 11d̄+ 6d̄2 − 2d̄3

)
e−2d̄ +

(
2d̄2 − 2d̄− 13

)
e−d̄

}
+O

(
Γ2

)
.

Finally, expressing Eqs. (A31)-(A32) in physical units, one obtains the identities (47)-(48) in the main text.

Appendix B: Salt dependent dielectric permittivities

We report here the salt-dependent dielectric permittiv-
ity formula of the Gavish-Promislow model [64], which

has been incorporated into our formalism for the com-
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Experimental dielectric constants
(symbols) and the Gavish-Promislow prediction (B1) (solid
curves) against salt concentration for various electrolytes.
The experimental data are from Ref. [61] (NaCl), Ref. [18]
(KCl), Ref. [62] (LiCl), and Ref. [63] (CsCl and RbCl).

parison of the theoretical ionic activity curves with the

experimental data in Fig. 5 of the main text. Within the
framework of this model, the salt-dependent dielectric
permittivity of the electrolyte is given by

εel = εw + (εw − εms)L
(

3αni
εw − εms

)
, (B1)

where L(x) = cothx − x−1 is the Langevin function,
α stands for the ionic excess polarizability, and εms is
the dielectric permittivity of the molten salt. Below, we
provide the numerical values of these parameters for the
five type of electrolytes considered in the present work.
Fig. 6 compares the salt-dependence of the permit-

tivity function (B1) and the experimental permittivity
data whose references are provided in the caption. The
model parameters taken from Ref. [18] are εms = 27.9
and α = −11.59 M−1 for the NaCl solution, and εms = 35
and α = −10.02 M−1 for the KCl electrolyte. For the re-
maining electrolyte solutions, the parameters providing
the best fit to the experimental data were determined by
us as εms = 11 and α = −13.5 M−1 for LiCl, εms = 27
and α = −11 M−1 for RbCl, and εms = 27 and α = −10
M−1 for CsCl.
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